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Boston^ October 26M, 1840. 
Rev. John Pierpont, 

Sir, 

As a Committee of the Proprietors 
of HoUis Street Meeting House, we again call upon you in their 
behalf to join with them in calling a mutual Ecclesiastical 
Council, to consider the question of a dissolution of your con- 
nexion with said Society : and we enclose a general statement 
of the Grounds and reasons of this call. To obviate the objec- 
tions which we understand prevented some of the Churches 
lately invited by the HoUis Street Church to sit in Council, 
from accepting that invitation, we have omitted from this state- 
ment certain of the subjects of complaint heretofore specified 
to you, and to prevent too narrow a construction of the rights 
and powers of the Council, we have stated the grounds of com- 
plaint now presented to you in a more general form. 

If you should agree to join in a mutual Council, the Society 
will join with you in issuing the letters missive : but we desire 
it to be distinctly understood that we cannot consent that the 
Council, if agreed upon, shall by the terms of the letters missive 
or otherwise, be restricted from exercising all the usual powers 
of such bodies. 

We now ask you whether you will join with the Society in 
calling such mutual Council. 

If it should be to you an objection to agreeing to such Coun- 
cil that the statement now furnished does not include certain of 
the grounds of complaint heretofore presented, and which we 
have omitted only to prevent a second failure in obtaining a 



mutual Council, we hope this objection may be removed by our 
assurance that when those matters shall have been presented to 
the Council which by law and usage we have a right to present 
consistently with the statement now furnished, we shall be ready 
to proceed with the omitted charges, if you are willing to have 
them presented, and the Council are willing to hear them, 
leaving it to your option and theirs, whether those matters shall 
or shall not be beard. 
Respectfully, 

JOSHUA CRANE, 
JOHN D. WILLIAMS, 
DAN'L WELD, 
RICHARDS CHILD, 



Committee 
of 



WM. W. CLAPP, f Hollis Street 



TIMOTHY TILESTON, 
RUEL BAKER, 
WARREN WHITE, 



Society, 



A General Statement of the Grounds and reasons for the call 
made upon the Rev. John Pierpont by his Society, for a 
mutual Ecclesiastical Council to consider the question of the 
dissolution of his connexion with said Society. 

1st. His too great attention to secular business and pursuits, 
and to popular controversies, whereby he has been led to neglect 
his parochial duties, and has become in a measure disqualified 
for the suitable discharge of the same. 

2d. That he has unnecessarily and improperly introduced 
into his discourses, writings, speeches and lectures, topics and 
language tending to disturb the harmony of his Society and to 
offend and irritate individual members thereof. 



3d. That he unnecessarily introduces into his discourses, 
writings, speeches and lectures, allusions and language unfit to 
be used in public by a minister of the gospel. 

4th. That he has alienated the affections and respect of a 
large portion of his people, by the harsh, contemptuous and un- 
becoming manner of conducting his differences and controversies 
with committees and individuals of his Society. 

5th. That he has created and fomented divisions, discontents 
and animosities in his Society by his want of discretion, moder- 
ation, charity and christian meekness and humility in his conduct, 
writings, language and demeanour. 

6th. That he has been and is wanting in decorum, gravity, 
and a due reverence for sacred things in his discourses, writings 
and behaviour. 

7th. That there is an irreconcileable dissatisfaction with him 
in the minds of a large portion of his Society. 

8th. That the harmony and peace that used to prevail in 
said Society have been destroyed by the present connexion with 
their Pastor. 

9th. Because the controversy which now exists and is likely 
to continue between said Pastor and Society, is a scandal and 
an injury to the Christian cause. 

10th. That the welfare of the Society requires that their 

present connexion with theiF Pastor be dissolved. 

JOSHUA CRANE, 

JOHN D. WILLIAMS, 

DAN'L WELD, Committee 

RICHARDS CHILD, I of 



WM. W. CLAPP, 
TIMOTHY TILESTON, 
RUEL BAKER, 
WARREN WHITE, 

Boston, October 26th, 1840. 



Hollis Street 
Society. 



^0 Joshua Crane, John D. Williams, Daniel Weld, Richards 
Child, William W. Clapp, Timothy Tileston, Rwd Baker, 
and Warren White, Esqrs., Committee qf the Proprietors 
of HolUs Street Meeting Houses 

CtENTIiEMEN, 

Your communication^ dated tlie 26th of October, 
enclosing A General Statement of the Grounds and Reasons 
^f a call made upon me by HoUis Street Society^ for a mutual 
Ecclesiastical Council, to consider the question of the dissolu- 
tion of my connexion with said Society, and asking me whether 
I will join with the Society in cdling such mutual Council, was 
receired^ the day after its date. 

I have given that communication all the attention that, for the 
time, I have been able, and in reply say, — - 

That I respectfully decline uniting with the Society in calling 
^uch a Council for such a purpose* 

As it might seem disrespectful, however, merely to send this 
reply, without assigning some reasons for it, I trust that you will 
fallow me, as brieSy and distinctly as I can, to state my reasons. 
These two are the chief. 

First. The " General Statement " of the grounds and rea- 
sons of the call now made upon me for a mutual Council, is 
quite too general. In the whole statement, there is not even 
alleged one single specific fact, for which / am accountable. 
In the whole circle of twenty-one years, the field over which 



you are at liberty to range, in raking up matter of offence, 
there is not one single thing that I have either said or done, so 
definitely stated, that, were it ever so falsely stated, I could, by 
any possibility, be prepared with proof to defend myself against 
it ! Will you believe it yourselves. Gentlemen, and if you do 
not, pray look over this ten-sectioned list of complaints against 
me, and see whether I do not speak the truth, when I say, that 
there is not set down upon it the allegation of a single thing 
that, in the last twenty-one years, I have either done or said, at 
any time, in any place, or to any body ! And, yet, I am asked 
to plead to such an indictment, and to go before a council and 
defend myself, under no other protection than your gracious 
assurance that only those matters will be presented to the Coun- 
cil which by law and usage you have a right to present ! Gen- 
tlemen, " by law and usage '' I have a right to know what you 
are going to present ; yes, every particular thing that you are 
going to present. BKndfolded, and with my ears stopped, 
I am not to be turned into a twenty-one acre field where I am 
told that there are some ten assailants standing somewhere in 
the fog to attack me, and then encouraged to defend myself, by 
the assurance that no weapon shall be used against me but what, 
by law and usage my assailants have a right to present. No, 
Gentlemen, I am not sufficiently comforted by this your assur- 
ance, to induce me voluntarily to venture in. It may be 
cowardice in me to decline such a challenge, but, really, in 
going against such odds, I must go with my eyes open. Your 
" General Statement " must specify some particular thing that 
I have said, or done, or failed to do, some time or other, some 
where or other, and to somebody or other. But this, I say 
again, you have not done, in this your call. 
There are, I know, allegations enough in general, — allegations 



ot defects and of redundancies ; of defective discretion, moder- 
ation, charity and Christian meekness ; of a deficiency in deco- 
rum, gravity and reverence for sacred things ; and of redundant 
harshness, contemptuousness, and other qualities not satisfactory 
to those who have forced me into controversy with them ; as 
well as of other improprieties of conduct in general, by which, 
it seems, I have become in a measure disqualified for the suita- 
ble discharge of the duties of my office ! But I have a right 
to demand something more specific and definite than this, before 
I am called upon to answer : and I do demand it. 

There is, I admit, one specific statement on this list of com- 
plaints. It is the seventh on the list, and it runs thus : " That 
there is an irreconcileable dissatisfaction with him, in the minds 
of a large portion of his Society." 

If this be not true now. Gentlemen, you can very easily both 
make it true, and prove it so. But, when eight of our sister 
churches have kindly proflTered their Christian offices to mediate 
a peace, and reconcile alienated feelings between us, and when 
I have promptly and gladly accepted their mediation, and you 
have rejected it, am I to bear the reproach and the penalty, if 
this alienation is still '' irreconcileable ? " 

Gentlemen, I have given you one of the reasons that compel 
me to decline this, your second call upon me, to join you in 
calling a mutual Ecclesiastical Council. 

My second reason is this. The parties to the Council which, 
in this communication, you propose, are already under an en- 
gagement, each to the other, for a mutual Council to deliberate 
and decide upon certain specific " Grounds of Complaint," 
preferred by yourselves, and to be submitted to a mutual Ec- 
cfesiastical Council, as reasons for the dissolution of my connex- 
ion with your Society. These were sent me, under date, 27th 
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last July. The faith of the parties is mutually pledged, to go 
before a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, upon the grounds, and 
for the purpose stated in that document ; and one Ecclesiastical 
Council is as much as I can consent to have upon my hands, at 
one and the same time. 

You ask me, however, to go before a second Council, on the 
ground, if I understand it, of some misunderstanding as to the 
object or purpose of the first. Even should I accept your call 
to go before the second Council, and, after months of negotiation, 
a second should be agreed upon, for the objects stated in your 
present offer; what security have I against some other misun- 
derstanding of the purpose of this second call, and against a 
third call for some other purpose, or upon some other " grounds," 
and so on, ad infinitum ? What security, indeed, but the faith 
of the men whose names are affixed to the " Grounds " of the 
first call, and whose faith is usually understood to go vjith their 
names ? To those " Grounds " I saw subscribed, not the names 
of John Doe, and Richard Roe, as " pledges to prosecute," 
but something more responsible and substantial — ^the eight names 
that are at the foot of that paper, and at the head of this. 
Have I now to learn that those names mean nothing when set 
to a solemn document ? 

Gentlemen, I beg you to consider that you are the represen- 
tatives of a corporation — an immortal body. I am a poor mortal, 
and my years are running away. More than two of them are 
gone, since your first corporate action against me, in September, 
1838. My time, I hope, may be better employed than in 
playing fast and loose in this way, for your accommodation. I 
cannot consent, any longer to be pushed from pillar to post, in 
these passes at arms ; nor, in a conflict that aims at more than 
my life, will I willingly be led, by those who have set themselves 
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against me^ up bill and down dale, merely that they may find 
out, at my expense, whether be stronger, the gods of the hills 
or the gods of the valleys.*" 

No, Gentlemen, you must stand in your lot, and I in mine. 
Yours is the lot of your choice ; mine, the lot that you have 
assigned me. You, probably, have in your hands my agreement 
to go with you before a mutual Ecclesiastical Council empow- 
ered to deliberate and decide upon the " Grounds of Complaint," 
that you enclosed to me under date of 27th of last July. I 
cejrtainly have in my hands your agreement to that effect. We 
have agreed of how many churches that council shall consist ; 
what churches shall be invited to compose it ; and where it shall 
be held. From these agreements neither party can retract 
without the other's consent. I have , not asked to retract, nor 
have I consented, nor do I consent, that you should. I still 
PROFFER YOU THAT COUNCIL. I havo cndcavored with the aid 
of HoUis Street Church, and, as I verily believe, to the best of 
our joint ability, to convoke that Council. We have not suc- 
ceeded. I do not say that you. Gentlemen, have prevented the 
convention of that Council, though I believe that you have j and 
a part of it I know that you prevented. 

Since, then, one of the parties has failed of getting together, 
in Council, the churches agreed upon, let the other try. In 
your communication of the 14th of September, you give me to 
understand that, should the church issue Letters Missive in the 
form adopted by it, your committee would not feel bound by 
such a procedure, but must, in such case, advise the parish to 
issue Letters Missive in their own names, first asking my con- 
currence. This you have told me you must do. Then, why 
not do it ? You may succeed better than I did. I am very well 

* 1 Kings XX. 23, 23. 
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content that you should. We parted company, it seems, on 
our way toward the Council. Let each of us, then, go back to 
the point where we last stood together, to wit, just before you 
addressed your note to Hollis Street Church, requesting her to 
issue her Letters Missive in our behalf; and from that point let 
us start anew. Perhaps one or both of us may have learned 
something from the experiences of the last two months. I see 
that I have failed of getting the Council together. Eight, only, 
of the fourteen churches invited came. I now step aside, and 
say, pray. Gentlemen, do you try. 

Moreover, to whatever cause may be justly attributed the 
failure of the convention of the churches already agreed upon by 
the parties, I am still ready to do all that in me lies, to give you 
a Council, upon the basis of our present agreement, (as to the 
number of the churches that it shall consist of) either by invi- 
ting the same churches again, or by going out of the circle of 
the Boston churches, as suggested in my note of the 18th of 
August ; or I am willing to alter our agreement, as to the num- 
ber of the churches, should you regard that as an object. 

But, Gentlemen, you will bear it in mind, when you come to 
frame your Letters Missive, that they must be framed in har- 
mony with the agreements of the parties that siill exist and are 
in full force. A Council agreed upon for one object, and con- 
voked for another, when they come together, and go behind the 
Letters Missive in order to see what the parties have agreed, 
may find that they have a very different work in hand, from what 
was laid out for them on the face of their Letters Missive. It 
is not by the Letters Missive that the parties are bound, but it 
is by their respective and mutual agreements, that lie behind 
those Letters. The agreements remain, uncontrolled and unaf- 
fected by the Letters Missive. Those agreements, in the present 
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case, are binding upon each of the parties to them, till released 
by the other. I have not asked to be released, nor have I, 
Gentlemen, released you. 

In your note of the 4th of August you suggest, Gentlemen, 
that it would be more convenient to let the communications be- 
tween us, on the subject of the Ecclesiastical Council, "be 
altogether in writing, that all chance of misapprehension may 
be avoided.^'* But, in your communication of the 10th of Oc- 
tober you say, " How the misunderstanding of the parties, as to 
the purpose of calling the Council originated, it is immaterial to 
the present question to inquire. The Society explicitly stated 
that such a misunderstanding existed," &c. Even writing, 
then, does not always secure us from misapprehensions. There 
is, it seems, a misunderstanding between the parties. A misun- 
derstanding as to what, pray ? Not, surely, upon the question 
whether we have, or have not, agreed to go before a Council 
upon the " Grounds of Complaint," which, on the 27th of last 
July you preferred against me, saying that they were to be 
submitted to an Ecclesiastical Council, "as reasons for the dis- 
solution of my connexion with Hollis Street Society ; " for we 
both understand that we have agreed to that. The misunder- 
standing you say, is "as to the purpose of calling the Council." 
But that purpose is very distinctly stated at the head, and in the 
very title, of those " Grounds " themselves, to be, the dissolution 
of my connexion with Hollis Street Society : — precisely the 
purpose for which you now call upon me, for a second Council. 
The Ecclesiastical Council now proposed is, you say " to con- 
sider the question of the dissolution of his connexion with said 
Society." The " purpose " declared in both the calls, then, is 
precisely the same. I have never understood it to be any other. 
You have never called upon me for a Council to mediate a peace. 
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or to harmonize discordant feelings, or to adjudicate upon con- 
flicting claims, or adverse interests. I have never understood 
that your purpose, in all these movements for a Council, was 
any other than what, in your first call, and in this your second, 
you declare it, namely, to effect a dissolution of my connexion 
with HoUis Street Society. If this is not your purpose, pray 
be kind enough to state it again. But if this is your purpose, 
there is certainly no " misunderstanding between the parties as 
to the purpose of calling the Council." If you. Gentlemen, 
have misunderstood the law, or the right way of applying it, or 
yet the true reasons, or the best means of effecting this purpose, 
am I responsible for that ? If you have gone the wrong way to 
work, to bring about a purpose which we both of us perfectly 
understand, you must settle that among yourselves, and with 
your counsel. We differ, it seems, not as to the purpose y but 
as to the constructioriy and the legal intendment and effect, of 
the " Grounds of Complaint " sent me last July. That docu- 
ment we construe differently; you thinking that it leaves a 
Council, convoked under it, free to decide whether, for any rea- 
sons on earth, or for no reasons, but only for feelings and resent- 
ments, with reason or without, my connexion with the Society 
ought to be dissolved ; and I holding that the Council convoked 
under that document have to consider only the reasons assigned 
in the document itself. Now which of the present parties is to 
give up its construction to the other ? Will you allow yours to 
give place to mine ? Probably not. Will I mine to yours ? 
Certainly not. What, then, shall be done? How shall the 
true construction be settled between us? Thus : the document 
in question is a legal instrument. It was framed by legal coun- 
sel, as a legal means of effecting a legal end. It must receive 
a legal construction. If the parties cannot agree as to what 
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that is, there is a legal tribunal that can construe it for them ; 
and by its construction they will both be bound, and must both 
abide. Let the Supreme Judicial Court construe that paper • 
The issue between us, be it for life or death, is upon that. I 
have no misgivings, as to resting my cause upon my construction 
of your document. And, Gentlemen, I see not that you have 
any thing to fear for yourselves. Were it in the heart of your 
constituents to find fault with you for what you have done, in 
placing their whole cause upon those " Grounds of Complaint," 
they have themselves put it out of their power to do so. They 
have themselves put their corporate seal upon their corpog-ate 
lips.* At their last annual meeting, long after the issue between 
us was joined upon that declaration of grievances, they voted to 
approve of all your doings^ and then, in their abundant caution, 
they voted to approve their own ! Moreover, in my note of 
the 31st of July, remitting to you that document, with a request 
that you would authenticate it by your signature, I reminded 
you, as one of the reasons why you should so authenticate it, 
that " The articles of complaint, are to be the basis of all sub- 
sequent proceedings," &c. As such you gave them your signa- 
ture. As such I hold them. Gentlemen, you cannot " waive " 
that paper ; and I will not. 

If you have, now^ no confidence in your case, as presented 
in those " Grounds," you do well, perhaps, to try to make 
another. If you see that you cannot stand upon the ground of 
our present issue, it is very natural that you should " call " me 
over upon some other ground, where you think you can stand* 
I thought that, in your application to Hollis Street Church, to 
send out Letters Missive to her sister churches, I saw an attempt 
on your part, adroitly to change the issue between us, and induce 
me to take a false one for the true. My note of the 4th of 
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September, was addressed to you, in the hope that ydu Would 
return to the true question. Inyour note of the 14th of Sept« 
you decline doing so, and attempt to justify your departure^ 
My note of the 18th, shows you that I understood our relative 
position, and meant that it should be held. The communication 
to which J am now replying has, at least) this merit, it is open- 
faced and frank. What the former paper gave me to suspect, 
this plainly avows. I cannot but think, however, that in sending 
me this paper, you have calculated largely upon my good nature* 
And, really, the condescending, not to say coaxing, air, with 
which you assure me that if 1 will agree to the Council, on the 
" Grounds " now proposed, when those matters shall have been 
presented, which by law and usage you have a right to present 
under those ** Grounds," you- shall be ready to proceed with the 
omitted charges, if I am willing to have them presented, and if 
the council are willing to hear them, is quite touching. Whether 
this patronizing tone will succeed in bringing me under your 
protection, and in changing the issue between us, time will 
show. If it does not, or if some other manoeuvre does not, you 
must either make new law or new logic> on the one hand, or, on 
the other, you must either go to trial upon your original 
" Grounds of Complaint," and the issue taken upon them, or 
you must give up your case. The logic requires, firsts that 
you show that the specific averments contained in that paper, 
are true; and, secondly y that being true, they furnish good 
" reasons " for the dissolution which it is " the purpose " of that 
paper to effect. If you show both of these, you succeed. If 
not, you fail. 

One other consideration, I pray you, gentlemen, allow me to 
offer. 
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In your present movement for a Council, you say that 
you have omitted from your " General Statement " of the 
reasons of your call, certain of the subjects of complaint before 
specified to me. And I see that you have omitted several of 
the gravest and grossest of your former charges. Why have 
you done this ? Your letter gives me to understand that it is 
not because you have become convinced .that those charges are 
false and injurious to we, but because they have operated unfa- 
vorably to yourselves. They have been stumbling blocks in 
the way of the Council ; — a body whose action you have asked 
for, not I ; to subserve your purpose, not mine. You say that 
those specifications are now omitted, in order " to obviate the 
objections which, you understand, prevented some of the 
churches invited by the Hollis Street Church to sit in Council, 
from accepting that invitation ;" and, again, you say that you 
omit them " only to prevent a second failure in obtaining a mu- 
tual Council." It is not, then, because you believe me guiltless 
of those charges — guiltless of a want of decency in my public 
ministrations, and of a want of integrity and of a regard for truth 
in my secular affairs, that you now leave out those gross accu- 
sations. Nor yet is it in tenderness towards me or mine that 
you forbear to press them ; but " only to prevent a second fail- 
ure in obtaining a mutual Council." And yet, the ninth of the 
Reasons that you now allege for the dissolution of my connex- 
ion with your society, is : — " Because the controversy which 
exists, and is likely to continue, between said Pastor and Soci- 
ety, is a scandal and an injury to the Christian cause." The 
Christian cause, then, is to be guarded against injury and scan- 
dal, by bringing the pastor of a Christian church before a Coun- 
cil, to answer for some of his lighter offences, and by letting 
him go at large among the Christian churches, " unwhipped of 
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justice '' for his raore heinous sins ! " As guardians of " the 
Christian cause/' 

" Will ye the felon fox restrain, ^ 

And yet take off the tiger's chain ? 
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But, Gentlemen, passing by this commendable jealousy of 
yours for the welfare of the Christian cause, at large, I cannot 
see — though you may — how you can justify yourselves, as an 
accusing and a prosecuting Committee of a particular society of 
Christians, whose sole "purpose" it is to extrude its pastor 
from his pulpit, in thus giving his greater sins the go-by, and 
bringing him before Councils for his less. If you believe that 
the charges brought against me last July are true ; — charges of 
impurity of mind, indecency in language, and frauds and false- 
hood in business, it seems to me that you owe it to yourselves, 
to your object, to your own church, to all the churches and to 
" the Christian cause " at large, to prosecute those charges to 
final judgement. To yourselves you owe it ; — for you will thus 
prove yourselves true men, in that you have said of me only 
wha^t you believe is true. To your object you owe it ; — for, if 
those specific allegations are proved, not only am I cast out of 
my own pulpit, and every other pulpit, but I am branded with 
disgrace to your entire satisfaction ; and thus your object is 
eflfected. And you owe it to your own church, to all other 
churches and to the Christian cause at large ; — for all these ought 
to be ministered to with clean hands. If, on the other hand, 
you do not believe that those atrocious chai*ges are true, let me 
ask you, as men who have either " raised a false report," or 
"taken up a reproach against your neighbour," and accused 
him falsely, whether you do not owe it to me to retract those 
accusations ; — openly, frankly, manfully to retract them ; retract 
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them as solemnly as you have made them ; retract them in a 
document signed by all of you, who have put your names to 
tJiem^ that I may file it with the other papers in this case ; and 
retract them, too, upon the Records of your Society, so far as 
you have placed them there; — placed them there before they 
were communicated to me, and before I ever saw them ; — placed 
them there, as I cannot but think, in an evil hour for your- 
selves ? 

It seems to me that the work of cleansing Hollis Street Pulpit, 
should be undertaken by men whose own hands are clean. 
But how is this? Among other ^^ Grounds of Complaint" 
furnished by your board, under -date 27th July, you charge me 
with having been wanting in a scrupulous integrity in my secular 
dealings. By far the grossest and most specious — because the 
most circumstantial — of the specifications under that head, is 
one in which a member of your own board is named as a party 
concerned. The same individual's name is signed to a Report 
of a previous Committee, which, was made to the Proprietors at 
their meeting on the evening of the 6th of last April ; in which 
Report is embodied, though in language somewhat more guard- 
ed, a general charge to the same eflFect, as to my want of 
integrity in my secular dealings. That Report is spread upon 
the Records of your constituents, the Proprietors of Hollis 
Street Meeting House. 

Now I do not say. Gentlemen, that the particular statement, 
referred to, as made for the support of that general charge, as it 
lies, both on the Records of the Proprietors and in your former 
" Grounds of Complaint," was known to your whole board to 
be what it is, — one of that class of falsehoods which consists 
in the suppression of truth. That statement, in the view both 
of morality and of law, is utterly false ; false in the impression 
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that it makes and was meant to make; £dse in spirit; essen- 
tially false in every thing but the letter. I do not say, for I do 
not believe, that, to this hour, the true character of that speci- 
fication is known to more than one at your boards or to either 
of your legal counsel. But I do say that it is thus false, and 
that it was known to be so by one member of your body, whose 
name is signed both to the Report on the Proprietors' Records, 
and to your own " Grounds of Complaint," upon which you 
asked me to go before a Council last July. I deliberately af- 
firm, and repeat, that one man at your board knows that that 
statement is thus false, and that he knew it to be false when he 
gave it to your counsel and your board. Give me a hearing 
before the ecclesiastical tribunal to which you have called me 
and I have consented to go, — or before any other tribunal 
where truth can be established and falsehood exposed, and I 
will prove not only the falsehood of that man's statement, but 
his knowledge of its falsehood, by a weight of evidence that 
shall crush him to the earth. He knows this. You ought to 
know it. If you do not know it, he has abused your confidence. 
If your counsel do not know it, he has abused theirs. I weigh 
my words ; I know my responsibility, Gentlemen, and am ready 
to meet it, when I say again that that allegation of fraud on my 
part is false, and that one man at your board knew that it was 
false when he gave it his name. 

So of all the rest of those vile specifications afiecting my in- 
tegrity and veracity. Bring me where I can confront the wit- 
nesses by which you have ever hoped to prove them, and I will 
brand "False," upon the forehead of every one of them, with 
a stamp that shall burn to the bone. 

This I expected to be allowed to do when I accepted your 
call to go before a Council with you, upon those charges, " as 
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reasons for the dissolution of my connexion " with you. This 
I had a right to expect. I have long expected, and I expect it 
yet. I have waited patiently for that time to come. For fifteen 
weeks I waited for your " Grounds of Complaint " to be forth- 
coming. Was not that long enough ? If not — the time was 
your own — why not have taken fifteen weeks more ? But they 
appeared at last, leaning, for support, upon those false and libel- 
lous specifications ; and now, after thirteen weeks more of negotia- 
tion, during which your call was accepted, on my part ; a Council 
agreed upon by both parties, and defeated, you shall say by 
which ; I am asked to go before a Council upon a list of com- 
plaints from which all those accusations of fraud and falsehood 
are left out, on the ground that their character prevented some 
of the churches invited upon the Council from accepting the 
invitation ! Gentlemen, we have just heard of an attempt upon 
the life of the French King. In the heartiness of his hate, the 
regicide had rammed his carbine so full of bullets and buck-shot, 
that the barrel burst, and tore his assassin hand. Have you. 
Gentlemen, loaded your piece so deep, that neither will the 
churches come within hearing of it ; nor even your counsel 
stand by you, when you let it off? And do you now " call " 
upon me to wait, a while, that you may draw the heaviest of 
your balls, and then let you try the rest ? Gentlemen, I com- 
mend your caution, in this, but I cannot consult your conve- 
nience. 

No, Gentlemen : as individuals and as a body, you have 
made an atrocious attack upon my character, not as a clergyman, 
only, but as a man ; and when you consider that, in morals as 
well as in physics, action and reaction are equal, you will see, 
at once, that the blow, if not fatal to me, will be so to yourselves. 
To me it is fatal if your charges are true : to you, if they are 
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